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RED PLAN OF POISON WATER REVEALED 


Fluoridation-Weapon 
- Of Destruction 


In the past few months, we have received 
hundreds of requests for additional information 
on this deadly business of adding a poisonous 
compound — sodium fluoride — to our drink- 
ing water. Inasmuch as our paper is dedicated 
to the task of exposing Marxists we cannot ig- 
nore any measures which may prove to be part 
of their plan for enslavement. The opposition 
may ridicule the assertion that fluoridation is 
a security risk of the first order, but can they 
refute it? We are convinced that the evidence 
is so strong in favor of this contention, that 
we urge all citizens to proceed with extreme 
caution on this subject of water fluoridation. If 
we are in error, a few years’ postponement 
along with continued study, will not be that 
detrimental. If, however, we are right, a hasty 
acceptance of this measure, may well prove 
to be tantamount to signing our own death 
warrants. 

Recently, a dentist who favors fluoridation, 
remarked that “those who have graduated 
from Dental Schools in the past five or ten 
years are, for the most part, in favor of fluori- 
dation.” This is extremely significant when we 
consider that education is the basic step in the 
communist mode of operation. The Machiavel- 
ian mind of the Communist is painstakingly 
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methodical. No move is attempted without 
preparation. Each step leading to the achieve- 
ment of their goal is extremely well-planned. 
They know only too well the value of educa- 
tion. Naturally it would be foolhardy to attempt 
to push a measure, falling in the realm of. medi- 
cine or dentistry, on the average laymen with- 
out a reasonable assurance of authoritative ap- 
proval of fluoridation. 

If dentists as a whole opposed it, there would be 
very little chance of success. The educational program 
would have to start in the dental schools. No one who 
has read of the recent exposes by ex-communists on 
the subject of red infiltration of the teaching profession 
could doubt such a possibility. 

Having the public health officers on their side 
would be equally important for success. It is alarming 
to note that public health education leaders were told 
the following by Edward L. Bernays, propagandist de- 
luxe: “A united leadership must eliminate lags by the 
engineering of consent.” “You as a leader must get peo- 

—(Continued on Page 2)— 


VITAL QUESTIONS ON | 
FLUORIDATION 


The Seattle Committee on Fluoridation has 
prepared an excellent article entitled “Ten Vital 
Questions on Fluoridation.” The answers to 
these questions have several sources, one of 
which is the proceedings of the 4th Annual 
Conference of State Dental Societies. 

Dr. Bull, State Dental Director of Wisconsin, 
is an ardent promoter of Fluoridation. Follow- 
ing are excerpts from this report: 


WHAT ARE SOME OF THE VALID OBJEC- 
TIONS TO FLUORIDATION? AND HOW 
ARE STATE DENTAL DIRECTORS AD- 
VISED TO HANDLE TEM? 


1 (1) Mottling of Tooth Enamel (fluorosis of 
the teeth). 

Dr. Bull speaking :“What are some of the ob- 
jections? The first one is: Isn’t fluoride the thing 
that causes mottled enamel or fluorosis? Are 
you trying to sell us on the idea of putting that 
sort of thing in the water? .. . Now we tell 
them this, that at one part per million dental 
fluorosis brings about the most beautiful look- 
ing teeth that any one ever had. And we show 
them some pictures of such teeth. We don't try 
to say there is no such thing as fluorosis even 
at 1.2 parts per million which we are recom- 
mending” (Pages 23-24, 4th Annual Conference ) 

F. J. Maier, Senior Sanitary Engineer, U. S. 
Public Health Service, plainly states there is far 
higher percentage of fluorosis of the teeth in 
communities where the water is treated with 
fluoride than has been formerly conceded by 
fluoridation promoters. He says: “The criterion 
that we have been using is that if there is some 
10 per cent to 20 per cent fluorosis of the com- 
munity that would not be objectionable . . .” 
(Page 65—4th -Annual Conference ) 


We ask, then, how “objectionable” is fluorosis 
of the teeth? Fluorosis of the teeth is anything 
from chalky, white spots on the teeth which per- 
manently darken and blacken with age to a 
crumbling away of the tooth structure itself. 
Regarding the large number of children whose 
teeth fluoridation of the water supply will per- 
manently damage, Dr. F. B. Exner, M. D., of 
Seattle makes this statement: “Fluorosed teeth 
are abnormally hard and brittle, have increased 
susceptibility to pyorrhea, hidden internal de- 
cay, breakage, and are more difficult to repair.”* 
And he also.states: “Those who control the Pub- 
lic Health Service care nothing about sacrificing 
20 per cent of our children if by so doing they 
can extend their already tremendous power.”** 


(2) Natural vs. Artificial Fluorides. 

Dr. Bull: “They are going to bring up the question 
of whether fluoride added to the water supply is the 
same as natural fluoride. And incidentally, we never 
use the term ‘artificial fluoridation.’ There is something 
about that term that means a phoney . . . We call 
it ‘controlled’ fluoridation.” (Page 41—4th Annual Con- 
ference ) 

Dr. Bull states that “with controlled fluoridation you 
will get exactly the amount you want.” (Page 24—4th 
Annual Conference). Experience with water fluoridation 
in Mt. Dora, Florida, shows this statement is not cor- 
rect; that you do not get “exactly the amount of fluo- 
ride in the water you want.” IN MT. DORA DAILY 
TESTS SHOWED SUCH WIDE VARIATION IN THE 
WATER SUPPLY THE TOWNSPEOPLE WERE 
ALARMED. UNCERTAINTY AS TO THE AMOUNT 
OF FLUORIDE CONSUMED DAILY WAS AN IM- 
PORTANT FACTOR IN THROWING OUT FLUORI- 


"Seattle Times, March 2, 1952. 
®®Transscribed Radio Talk,,June 18, 1953. 
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DATION BY POPULAR VOTE THERE AFTER IT 
HAD BEEN IN THE WATER FOR 18 MONTHS. ( Au- 
gust 7, 1952, issue of Mt. Dora newspaper “Topic).” 


(3) Toxicity of Fluoride Compounds. 

Dr. Bull: “Now, in regard to toxicity—I notice that 
Dr. Bain® used the term ‘adding sodium fluoride.’ We 
mever do that. That is rat poison. You add fluorides.” 
(Page 25—4th Annual Conference). 

However, the next day Dr. Bull admitted it was found 
“that if we use sodium fluoride or the hydrofluosilicic 
acid (in small communities) we do not have any trou- 
ble,” (with the pumping system), (Page 74—4th An- 
nual Conference). 

Further advising state dental health officers Dr. Bull 
says: “If it is a fact that some people are against flu- 
oridation you have got to knock objections down. The 
question of TOXICITY is on the same order. Lay off 
it altogether. Just pass it over. We know there is abso- 
lutely no effect other than reducing decay,’ you say and 
go on.” (Page 42—4th Annual Conference). 


But Dr .Robert S. Harris**® (head of the Nutritional 
Biochemistry Laboratories at Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology) warns that “fluorine is a toxic element. 
The amount which is effective in water supplies has 
been demonstrated to interfere with important processes 
in other parts of the body . . 


Mr. H. E. Wirth, Assistant State Sanitary Engineer, 
Wisconsin State Board of Health, speaking at the Uni- 
versity of Washington Symposium on Fluoridation April 
27, 1951, only a few weeks earlier than the Washington, 
D. C., dental get-together, has this to say about sodium 
fluoride: “From the very beginning it was understood 
that sodium fluoride was toxic. . . . Review of the toxi- 
cology of fluorides indicated that they rank among the 
substances whose ingestion in small amounts can cause 
death within a few hours.” 


Dr. Bull admits many people do not go along with 
his view that the question of toxicity should be “just 
passed over.” He says (Page 25—4th Annual Confer- 
ence): “But this toxicity question is a difficult one. I 
can’t give you the answer on it I can prove to 
you that we do not know the answer to that one, be- 
cause we had a city of 18,000 people which was fluori- 
dating its water for six or eight months. Then a cam- 
paign was started by organized opposition on the 
grounds of toxicity. It ended up in a referendum and 
they threw out fluoridation.” 


(4) Attitude of Water Works Men and Engineers. 

Water works officials and engineers are almost solidly 
opposed to fluoridation throughout the United States. 
The Public Health Service knows this too. Dr. Bull 
warns the dental directors: “Now, every once in a while 
the engineers, and the water works men particularly are 
going to give you the business. They have 
many reasons for stalling and they are all good. But 
don’t pay a bit of attention to a single one of them, be- 
because if you do the water works people will stall you 
from here to doomsday, and don’t think we have not 


*Dr. Katherine Bain, Associate Chief for Program De- 
velopment, U. S. Children’s Bureau. 

*°Dr. Robert S. Harris. In addition to Dr. Harris’ 
connection with M.I, he is also special lec- 
turer at the Forsyth Dental Infirmary, Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. He has conducted tooth decay studies pro- 
duced by various sugars, acids and foods. He is also 
consultant for World Health Organization of United 
Nations, 
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C. I. 0. PROTESTS WATER FLUORIDA- 
TION TEST 


Boston — A C. I. O. union charged today that em- 
ployees at Wrentham state school were being used “as 
guinea pags’ against their will in experimental use of flu- 
oridated water supplies to reduce dental decay. 

In a letter to Governor Christian A. Herter, Robert 
W.. Davis, national representative of the Government 
and Civic Employees Organizing Committee, demanded 
the “experiment” be ended. Mr. Davis said employee 
members of the C. I. O. group at the school for feeble- 
minded children were “vocal in their protest” and 
asked for a chance to present their case in person to 
the Governor. 

Mr. Davis said employees had not been told the water 
was treated with the “poison” and “it is criminal to co- 
erce them into the statue of guinea pigs in a program 
which may have deleterious effects upon their health.” 

State Mental Health Commissioner Jack A. Ewalt said 
he had “no comment.” 
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professed . A REDEFINITION OF 
ETHICS tiabtony ...” (CAPITALS ADDED) 


Emphasizing the threat to our very existence, we re- 
print the follawing exgerpts from “Fluoridatioin Un- 
masked”, hy Panchon Battelle: Rena M. Vale, former 
Comamynist Party member, who has been an.active anti- 
Communist for over twenty years . . . has stated that 
FLUORIDATION OF DRINKING WATER _ IS 
KNOWN IN COMMUNIST CIRCLES AS A VEHICLE 
OF RED WARFARE, to be used for outright poisoning 
of the population and/or reducing .the mentality and 
will of the population so it will net resist communist 
domination. SHE STATES THIS IS PLANNED FOR 
AMERICA. . 

Dr. Nicholas Nyaradi, former Minister of Finance in 
Hungary's post-war coalition government, ap escapee to 
America, states that Comrade .Zhuchovitsky, legal ad- 
visor of the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Trade in the 
United States, tgld him of the PLAN TO POISON THE 
WATER RESERVOIRS OF THIS COUNTRY. 

Dr. Zdenek V. Moudry, former adviser to the Czecho- 
slovak Ministry of. Public Health, another escapee 
to America, stated the Russians conducted a mass bio- 
logical warfare experiment on six villages near Prague 
by injecting poison into the water supplies, which re- 
sulted in numeroys deaths. Dr. Moudry stated a Rus- 
sian Colonel ‘Unkrev ordered the human guinea pig ex- 
periment on the PRETEXT of stamping out illness.” 
(CAPITALS ADDED). 


Fluoridation Promoted in Strategic Areas 


Why is it that forces behind fluoridation have at- 
tempted to poison the water of so many coastal cities, 
ports of embarkation and all establishments? Is it a 
coincidence that Newburgh, N. Y., one of the first cities 
to have fluoridation forced on them (recent poll shows 
majority of citizens did not even know fluorides were 
added to their water!) is the location of Stewart Field, 
the jet air defense base for New York City? Grand Rap- 
ids, Mich. (firms in that city developed the guided mis- 
sile, and another Michigan City manufactures a gun 
that “literally. sweps enemy planes from the sky”) was 
an excellent site, from the standpojnt of subyersion, in 
which to add peison to the water. Subversive activities 
have been uneovered at Fort Monmouth, extremely vi- 
tal radar development center. We suspect that many 
communities in Monmouth County, N. J., have been 
secretly fluosidated. The N. J. State Dental Journal, July 
1952, page 49, tells us: “Fiye fluoridation plants of the 
Mopmopth county Consolidated Water Company of 
New Jersey state “THERE WILL BE NO ANNOUNCE- 
MENT MADE until the machines have been installed 
and are in operation a short time.” (CAPITALS 
ADDED). Why the secret methods? Actions such as 
these indigate anly too clearly that we have valid rea- 
sons for our alarm. 


Russian and Fluorine Experiments 


In the American Reyiew of Soviet Medicine (1943- 
48), there are many articles on fluorine by I. Lukonski. 
Regarding experiments with fluorine, the August 1945 
issue (p. 543) says: “In some instances more advanced 
work was being pursued in Russian laboratories.” The 
article also mentions a fact which caused much specula- 
tion, “The Exchange of Literature” on fluoridation be- 
tween the Russian Bolsheviks and the Amercian Medical 
Profession! 

Fluoridation would provide a most effective weapon 
for the enemy. An atom bomb would destroy strategic 
defense areas and valuable buildings, factories, aircraft 
and the like. It would leave a trail of radiation, making 
it difficult for an enemy to step right in and take over. 
There would be none of that with fluoridation. Either 
the drinking water could be poisoned with an excess of 
sodium fluorides, or the enemy could depend upon the 
psychological results of docility, lack of will power, and 
initiative to enable them to take over. 

Fluorine has been used successfully on patients in in- 
stitutions for the insane in order to destray the will of 
the inmates. Wild animal trainers often use it to induce 
docility in jungle beasts. Fluorine is a desensitizing 
agent. Fluoride paste can be used by dentists to desen- 
sitize unusually sensitive teeth. 

In connection with the effect that fluorides have on 
the brain, we quote the following from FLUORIDA- 
TION UNMASKED: “The action of fluorides in para- 
lyzing nerve cells in the brain, referred to as chemical 
lobotomy, is similar to that produced by surgical lobot- 
omy which is the severing of certain nerves in the front 
portion of the brain. Over 1,100 such experimental lo- 
betotomy operations in thirty state and mental hospitals 
were performed hy one physician, but much opposition 
has been expressed because of resulting deaths. Lobot- 
omy produces a lackadaisical attitude with over-indul- 
gence in SEX, ALCOHOL, sleep, and food. 

In this connection, Grand Rapids, Michigan (fluori- 
dated) reports a felony a day, F. C, Bates, Michigan 
State Supervisor of Probation, stated, “The volume of 
criminal work from this court alane is.as much as the 
total criminal work in .ten circuit courts convering 
twenty-five counties!’ “The increase in gross indecency 
and child molestation’ cases is startling”. 

Experiments performed on rats and mice indicated 
a lessened mental reaction in these that have had flu- 
orides. Investigations conducted on humans by Dr. Ja- 
cob A, Saffir, a member of the American Dental As- 
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sociation and a Fellow of the American Institute of 
Chemists reveals a similar reaction. James Rorty, in an 
article, “The Truth About Flyoridation”, published in 
the FRBEMAN, June 9, 1958, reports: “At his own 
expense Dr. Saffir established an office and laboratory 
in a locality avhere:the sco water for napa around 
contained fluorides, ;Patients and. ple who came 
to him -were observed from ane sone eon he felt 
that one group of patients seemed to vary from similar 


bseryed in other surroundings—THE SQHOOL 

,RREN SBEMED TO HAVE MORE ‘THAN QUS- 
TOMARY DIFFICULTY IN THE EXERCISE OF 
MEMORY. 


“Dr. Saffir decided to concentrate his efforts on de- 
termining whether he could establish a connection be- 
tween this difficulty and the use of fluosides, Consult- 
ations were had with school teachers and parents, and 
other avennes of investigation were explored. As a result 
of these studies, Dr. Saffir belieyes that fluorides prob- 
ably cause some mental retardation in children drink- 
ing fluoridated water.” 

In view of Dr. Saffir’s findings, it is significant to 
note that Grand Rapids newspapers rep an.unusual- 
ly large percentage of its elementary school children 
failed to pass final tests. From another city that had re- 
cently started fluoridating their water, teachers reported 
that the children were listless and did not study as well 
as formerly. (Above data fram FLUORIDATION UN- 
MASKED) 


Who Are the Promoters of Fluoridation? 


Fluoridation was sponsored by the United ‘States 
Public Health Service and more specifically by Oscar 
Ewing. Known for his socialistic leanings, it is not sur- 
prising to find Mr. Ewing promoting a measure which 
has been termed “mass medication”. And perhaps Mr. 
Ewing had another axe to grind. As Washington coun- 
sel for ALCOA, Aluminum Co. of America (See “The 
Man the Doctors Hate,” Saturday Evening Post, July 
8, 1950), he would be in a position to realize that Flu- 
ofidation would pravide a tremendous market for flu- 
orides in the world. In view of this, we cannot help but 
wonder if Mr. Ewings’ “water haby” was not motivated 
by something other than the desire to care for the 
nation’s teeth. 


In connection with this, the following excerpt from 
“Water Boom for Fluorides” (Chemical Week, July 7, 
1951) reveals: “Only 1 per cent of the nation’s water 
is now treated: thus the market potential has fluoride 
chemical makers goggle-eyed.” . .. “But any apathy 
or opposition on the part of the public is made up for 
by te USPHS’s zeal in drumming up the program. It 
is asking for FEDERAL money to develop interest, and 
there jis talk of seeking FEDERAL SUBSIDIZATION 
OF WATER TREATMENT. The article also states: 
“STANDING TO BENEFIT FROM THE BOQM ARE 
CHEMICAL COMPANIES AND EQUIPMENT 
FIRMS.” In conclusion, we read, “It adds up to a nice 
piece of business on all sides, and many firms are cheer- 
ing the USPHS and similar groups on as they plumb 
fer inereasing adoption of fluoridation.” (CAPITALS 
ADDED) 


Fluoride “Control” Questioned 


Inasmuch as the proponents of fluoridation cannot de- 
ny that sodium fluoride is a poison, their defense is 
that, in controlled amounts, it is harmless. (This asser- 
tion is open to debate and has been refuted by many 
medical authorities )..... However, the concentration of 
fluorine and the resulting degree of toxicity is very 
definitely affected by temperature and humidity. As 
the temperature rises, the toxic effect of fluorine in- 
creases. This is noted in “Fluoridation in the Prevention 
of Dental Caries,” a pamphlet published by the Ameri- 
can Dental Association, Feb. 1951. Fluorine advocate, 
F. J. Maier, a sanitary engineer of the U. S. Public 
Health Service, states that relative humidity must be 
watched in regulating fluorine concentration. High hu- 
midity increases the toxic effect of fluorine. 


Extreme fluctuations of temperature and humidity oc- 
curring daily, and even hourly, make proper regulation 
very difficult to maintain. The margin of error is great 
when we take into consideration the possibility of me- 
chanical failures and/or human errors on the part 
of the men whp operate the machines. As of August, 
1953, Pittsburgh, Pa., after more than seven months of 
fluoridating, still had not been able to achieve the proper 
mixture. The Pittsburgh Press, Aug. 2, 1958, under the 
heading, “Flnoride Program Gives City Trouble”, states: 
“Mr. Devlin (Public Warks Directors) said the city 
has been struggling through a series of difficulties and 
finally got the fluoride level up to nine-tenths parts 
per million about a month ago. . . .” The report con- 
tinues: “Mr. Devlin explained the City has heen DUMP- 
ING MORE THAN ENOUGH OF THE CHEMICAL 
into the new raw river water at the Aspinwall filtration 
plant. 


“But somehow, somewhere, some of the material 
is being held in suspension. As a result, not all of 
the fluoride that’s put into the raw water gets into the 
household taps. . . . Mr. Devlin explained the City has 
been moying slowly lest some of the TRAPPED FLU- 
ORIDE ESCAPE SUDDENLY AND SWAMP THE 
DRINKING WATER WITH AN EXCESS OF CHEM- 
ICALS.” (CAPITALS ADDED ) 


In the Newburgh area, which has been fluoridating 
for eight years, it has been admitted that the concen- 
tration cannot always be maintained. “John F. Kings- 
ley, Superintendent of Newburgh Water Works, stated, 
‘Must follow dictates of Public Health officials. Water 
sometimes exceeds one part per million. Pumps get qut 
of order at times.’” (Report by Max Ginns, D.D,S., Sen- 
ior Dental Consultant at Worcester City Hospital, Wor- 
cester, Mass.) Seems the problem of ‘control’ is a bit 
more difficult than they would have us believe. Are 
you willing to adopt a program wherehy the ‘contralled’ 
concentration of a poisonous compound in our drinking 
water is difficult to maintain? . 
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Assuming that the concentration COULD BE QON- 
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s the effect .of inoreasing the concentration 

poison. Have we been given any that 
indiyiduals whe conspme foods with high fluoride 
content in addition to drinking fluorida |e will 
not suffer any ill effects from the increased ii A 
measure such as Fluoridation does not allow for the fact 
that individuals differ .as zegards their susceptibility 
to this poisonous -com . What may not seriously 
harm one, may kill another. This is a far ory from, and 
a poor substitute for, the patient-doetor relationship in 
which the patient \has the sight to choose his docter, and 
the doctor prescribes method of treatment and 


amount of dosage for each ‘individual case. 
Fluoridation Studies Incomplete 


It is appalling to note that even some of -these who 
advocate fluoridation admit that conclysions ¢annot be 
drawn regarding the over-all effects of fluorides. As 
the (Washington) Evening Star, Aug. 18, 1953, states 
in an editorial: “Washipgton’s residents are . . . guinea 
pigs in a large-scale experiment with fluoridated water. 

In 1949, Dr, D. B. Ast stated :“Final conelusions re- 
garding the possible systemie effects of fluorides in the 

not be drawn before the ter- 
mination of the 10 year study.” (Page 1754 of Co - 
sional hearings conducted by Congressman A. L. Miller). 
Also during these ‘hearings, Dr. Ast, who is conducting 
the experiments at Newburgh, N. Y., said :“We ‘have 
not completed all of pur studies on the use of Fluorine.” 

The Superintendent of Newburgh Water Works, in 
reference to fluoridation in that area, reveals: “Personal 
opinion not necessarily in favor and feel procedure is ex- 
perimental.” 

On the basis of this, the promoters of fluoridation 
are in error when they charge that only the Christian 
Scientists could object on religions grounds, Following 
are excerpts from the address by His Holiness, Pope 
Pius XII on Sept. 14, 1952, to delegates attending the 
First International Congress on the Histopathology of the 
Nervous System. 

“Scientific knowledge has its own value in the domain 
of medical science. But this does not mean that all 
methods, or any single method, arrived at by scientific 
and technical research offers every moral guarantee . 
Sometimes it happens that a method cannot -be used 
WITHOUT INJURING THE RIGHTS OF OTHERS 
or without violating some moral rule of absolute value. 
In such a case, although one rightly envisages and pur- 
sues the increase of knowledge, MORALLY THE 
METHOD IS NOT ADMISSIBLE.” 

Further in his talk, the Pope goes on to say: “In the 
first place it must be assumed that, as a private person, 
THE DOCTOR CAN TAKE NO MEASURE OR TRY 
NO COURSE OF ACTION WITHOUT THE CON- 
SENT OF THE PATIENT. The doctor has no other 
rights or power oyer the patient than those which the 
latter gives him, explicitly or implicitly.” 

“As for the patient, he is net absolute master of him- 
self, or his bedy er ef his soul. He cannot, therefore, - 
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QR RESEARCH when they entail serious destruction, 
mutilation, wounds, or perils.” 
_ The Pope continued, “Is there any moral limit to the 
medical interests of the community’ in content or exten- 
sion? Can public gutherity, on which rests responsibil- 
ity for the commen good, give the doctor the power 
to experiment on the individual ip the interests af sci- 
ence and the community ip order tp discover and try 
out new methods and procedures when these experiments 
transgress the right ft the individual to dispose ef him- 
self. In the interests of the community, ean public au- 
thority really limit or even syppress the right of the 
individual over his body and life, his ‘bodily and psychic 
integrity?” 
; in answer, the Rape stated: “It must ‘be nated that 
in his persona ing, MAN I§ NOT FINALLY OR- 
DERED TO USEFULNESS TO Secieee QN THE 
ane, THE COMMUNITY EXISTS FOR 
Concluding, he remarked: “NOW MEDICAL EX- 
PERIMENTS IMMEDIATELY AND DIRECTLY AF- 
FECT THE PHYSICAL BEING. PUBLIC AUTHOR- 
ITY HAS NO POWER IN THIS SPHERE. It cannot, 
therefore, pass it on to research workers and dactors. 
It is from the State, however, that the doctor must re- 
ceive authorization when he acts upen the organism 
of the individual in the ‘interests of the community’. 
For then he does not act as a priyate individual, but as 
: mandatory of the public a. The latter cannot, 
owever, pass on a right that it does not possess.” (CAP- 
ITALS ADDED) 


Cities Reject Fluoridation 


if fluoridation is so tremendously beneficial to man- 
kind, why have some cities discarded it after having 
had this “beneficial” poison in their drinking water? ‘The 
following cities are among this group: -Mt. Dora, Fla. 
(thrown out after years—largest vote ever on a city 
issue), Northampton, Mass., Springfield, Vt. (people pe- 
tition their town officials for a special hearing—in order 
to rescind previous hasty adoption of fluorine — water 
fluoridated for one year), Stevens Point, Wis. (It was 
put in secretly, They didn’t know it was in their 
water for 4 days), Kennewick, Wash. (Fluoridation - 
equipment has been disconnected and stored away), 
Assumption, Ill. (discontinued after local controversy), 
Williamstown, Mass. (discarded by referendum 1,114 to 
415), LaCrosse, Wis. (Council 31 to 0 to discontinue 
fluoridation, June 11, 1953), Westby, Wis, (thrown out 


—(Continued on Page 3)— 
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(5) ial Use of Fluoridated Water. 

’ Dr. Bull: “When you get a state coming out with an 
official policy that reads something like this—‘Since 
there ij some indication, although not of a specific na- 
ture at the present time, that some interference may be 
encountered with industrial processes where fluoride 
treatment is applied, it is recommended strongly that 
communities considering the adoption of the practice in- 
vestigate locally to determine whether or not interfer- 
ence with industrial processes will result because of flu- 
oride treatment.’ I can kill fluoridation with that”, he 
frankly states. (Page 15—4th Annual Conference). 

(6)Fluoridation Is Wasteful. 

Dr. Bull: “You also hear of fluoridation’s being waste- 
ful. Some of the (water works) engineers will advance 
that argument. They generally do it in a weak sort of 
way. If you grab hold of it and squelch them they 
will forget it. . . . Sure, fluoridation is wasteful, just 
as lots of things we do are wasteful, but unfortunately we 
do not know any other way of doing them.” (Page 31 
—4th Annual Conference). 

On the contrary, there are a number of practical, 
cheaper, more effective, and safer ways of giving fluor- 
ides to young children for those who desire to do so. 
Such means are better adjusted to individual needs, and 
utilize. only chemically pure fluorides. In Seattle a pre- 
scription pharmacy prepared a list giving the following 
for home use: 


(a) Capsules for use in salt similar to iodized salt. 

(b) Fluoride milk drops. 

(c) Quick-dissolving tablets for use in water or fruit 
juice 

(ad) Bonemeal capsules or tablets containing fluoride 

(e) Calcium-fluoride tablets 

(£) Fluoride tooth paste 

(g) Fluoride can be painted on the teeth by den- 


tists; a process which has been endorsed by the 
American Dental Association. 

“Many dentists in Seattle give prescriptions free of 
charge for use of such pharmaceutical methods of ob- 
taining fluorides. 

(7) Is Water Fluoridation Necessary At All? 

Dr. Bull: “One thing that is a little hard to handle 
is the charge that fluoridation is not needed. They talk 
of other methods and when they get through adding 
up all the percentages of decay that we can reduce by 
such methods, we end up in a minus. When they take 
us at our own word they make awful liars of us.” (Page 
81—4th Annual Conference). 

Dr. J. R. Blayney, speaking at the University of Wash- 
ington Symposium, April 1951, makes the well-estab- 
lished comment that “without the presence of readily 
fermentable sugars organic acids cannot be forced, 
therefore caries (tooth decay) will be arrested or pre- 
vented.” 

Diet, not dosage then is the real answer. And good 
teeth do not depend upon fluorides in the system. Dr. 
Robert S. Harris says plainly, “Fluorine is not necessary 
for healthy tooth formation. Many healthy teeth do not 
contain fluorine.” 

(8) ‘Professional Support of Fluoridation Programs 
Far From Unified. ‘ ; 

Dr. Bull: “Another thing that will be brought up. is 
that all the dentists, all the physicians, all the public 
health people, and especially research workers are not 
for fluoridation. Well, that is a correct thing to say. But 
you have got to have the answer for it.” 

The principal technique used by the advocates of flu- 
oridation is to smear or try to discredit all those who op- 
pose it—even when they are nationally recognized sci- 


entists. 
Is Cost an Important Item? 

Cost of fluoridation of water supplies IS an important 
item, although it is made to appear inconsequential. 

Dr. Leonard Scheele concedes that cost is an objec- 
tion. He says: “The matter af $60,000 or $100,000 or 
$80,000 is an obstacle.” (Page 12—4th Annual Confer- 
ence ) 

Regard for taxpayers, however, is always brushed 
aside. “We think nothing,” Dr. Bull declares, “of going 
to a community and saying ‘You should fluoridate your 
water’ when we know it is gaing to cost them $50 per 
capita to get their equipment. So why should we let 
these big communities stall us?” 

Aside from the cost of the fluoride chemical, which 
has doubled in price since 1950, there are hidden costs 
which the public does not see, and which are certainly 
not included in the figures given out for promotional sta- 
tions, chemists for testing samples of water, constant re- 
pairs and replacements in equipment all add to the cost. 
Some types of equipment need extras such as additional 
-chemicals® as water softeners, timing devices or hopper 
vibrators, 

The Des Moines, Iowa, Messenger News, May 29, 
1952, reports some of the expenses for which the $36,- 
450 grant-in-aid fram the United States Public Health 
Service to the State of Iowa was used for 12 Iowa 
cities: ** 

(1)  Pre-fluoridation survey (among children in public 
schools ) Y 

(2) Fluoridation equipment and installation. 

(3) Laboratory services for water analysis. 





(4) Salary and travel expenses of a “health educator” 
who will assist in dental examinations made anny- 
ally to determine the results of fluoridation. 

(5) Cost of laboratory equipment necessary for testing 

*Fluoridation Symposium, University of Washington, 

April, 1951. 


**Towa cities selected to receive grants-in-aid ($36,450) 

from United States Public Health Service, 195}~52: 
Hartley, Creston, -Knoxville, Harlan, Perry, Eagle 

Grove, Audubon, Fort Madison, Iowa City, Indianola, 


Fairfield, Manchester. 






cod analyzing water. 

oatective equipment for operators handling flu- 
. 1 ck . 1 4 ng 
Two employees for each of 12 cities (24 people) 
to be sent to the state hygiene laboratory at Iowa 
~: to be trained in the analysis of fluoridated 
water. 


How Safe Are Controls of Highly Dangerous 
Fluorides?” 


There is serious question as to whether industrial 
chemical fluoride compounds are fit for use in water 
supplies for human consumption. Unitil recently govern- 
ment regulation required that barrels of sodium fluoride 
of the quality to be used in public water supplies be 
labeled “For Industrial Use Only”, which means not 
fit for human consumption. 

Of the commercial sodium fluoride used for water 
fluoridation, H. E. Wirth, Assistant State Sanitary En- 
gineer, Wisconsin State Board of Health, had this to say 
at the University of Washington Symposium, April, 
1951: “Some operating difficulties have been reported 
such as clogging of solution piping by accumulated de- 
positions of inert- materials, presence of foreign materi- 
als in the sodium fluoride resulting in jammed feeders 
and lumping of the compound while in storage. FOR- 
EIGN MATERIAL CONSISTING OF PIECES OF 
HEAVY PAPER, SLIVERS OF WOOD, NAILS AND 
STAPLES WERE FOUND IN COMPOUNDS DE- 
SCRIBED AS 98 PER CENT PURE WHITE SODIUM 
FLUORIDE.” 

Mr. Wiith continues: “In addition to adulteration, ex- 
cess impurities and moisture content, there is the more 
difficult problem of incrustation control So- 
dium fluoride when mixed with water forms a precipi- 
tate with the calciym in the water, namely, calcium flu- 
oride, which has plugged injection lines, incrusted tanks 
and solution chambers.” 

In Wisconsin, and elsewhere, the liquid feeding sys- 
tem using hydrofluosilicic acid is widely used. This is 
to be used “only where positive pressure is assured at 
all times” . . . “The reason for this is the much greater 
concentration of fluoride ion being fed from. the con- 
tainers,” 

Although there is a safety device on the chemical 
feeder, Mr. Wirth states that “failure would result in 
siphonage of a highly concentrated fluoride solution into 
the system (the public water supply).” 

Madison, Wisconsin, is now drinking hydrofluoric 
acid daily in the water supply, a substance so potent 
and deadly “safety trained operators are supplied com- 
plete rubber clothing and face mask protection from 
head to toe and wear such when filling or maintaining 
the piping.’ It is an extremely dangerous set-up, Mr. 
Wirth explains. And “initial costs were high for rea- 
son of experiment and parts replacement. . . . Severe 
corrosion at the point of installation was ever present 
requiring almost weekly replacement of fittings.” 

Even after expensive equipment is installed there is 
often serious mechanical trouble, which is freely ad- 
mitted, both because of the chemical fluorides used and 
because smaller communities have no need for trained 
water works engineers and are not expected to give such 
service. 

Dr. Bull discusses this situation: “In a small com- 
munity, where the barber is going to operate the feeder, 
if anything goes wrong, he throws up his hands. .. . 
We have got to be interested in a community getting 
something that is fool-proof and that will work. We have 
found out that in the small communities the dry feeder 
is no good. It has given us a lot of grief.” (Page 42— 
4th Annual Conference). 

Difficulty with control of equipment and the fluoride 
chemicals is not the only loophole in the safety aspect 
of fluoridation. We may well ask, How accurate are tests 
of actual amounts of fluoride in the water supply? 

Mr. Maier goes into this question at the Washington 
Conference. Two methods, he points out, are in general 
use for testing samples of fluoridated water supplies. One 
is the “standard” method which is specified in the 
American Water Works Association Standard Methods 
for the examination of water and sewage where zircon- 
ium alizerin is used as a re-agent. This is the more ac- 
curate method, says Mr. Maier, but “this method is la- 
borious in that these standards have to be made up every 
time a sample is examined.” (Page 70—4th Annual 
Conference ). 

Then there is the “easy” method. This is the colori- 
metric system, “a device where the standards are previ- 
ously made up in sealed glass tubes and it is only neces- 
sary to treat a small amount of the sample with the 
color of the standard.” However,” Mr. Maier admits, 
“it is not much more accurate than perhaps one or two 
tenths part per million.” Also, “These operators must 
not be color blind.” (Page 71—4th Annual Conference ). 

Even this method is not fully sound in determining 
how much fluoride is being given the population of a 
community every day. In speaking of this method of 
testing the water supply for fluoride amounts, W. W. 
Warmsley, Acting Association in the Chemistry Depart- 
ment of the University of Washington, told the Public 
Health Symposium in 1951 that “unfortunately, it has 
been found that certain substances interfere in the de- 
termination (of the results). Notably among these are 
free chlorine and alum.” 


How Accurate Are Fluoridation Statistics? 


Fluoridation statistics that are collected by the Den- 
tal Public Health Service; processed and published by 
the same service, uniformly uphold the dental health 
prepared position on the value of fluoridation.® 

Dr. Bull bluntly states that the statistics gathered by 
the Prefluoridation Survey among elementary school 
children — a ‘must’ in mining a local propaganda 
field — are for the sole purpose of shoring up the 
fluoridation program in any given local area. To 


(6) 
(7) 





*( Page 85—4th Annual Conference) 





dental health directors from every -state in -the Union - 
he puts it this way: “Now, why should we do a pre-~ 
fluoridation survey? Is it to find out if fluoridation « 
works? No. We have told the public it works. So we can-» 
not go back on that.” , 

The utter impossibility: of ating dosage for masses 
of people is shown by. the following established facets: 

“The crux of the thing is this; nobody yet~ has: de~ 
termined. how. much. fluorine. is. good for what. seetions 
of the country, how much will cause tooth. decay .and 
how. much. will cause teeth mottling and deformation: 
For instance, Florence, Arizona, and Maywood,.Moline- 
and Aurora, Illinois, all have 1.2 p.p.m. fluorides ‘in 
their. water. Yet 15 per cent of the. children in Arora 
have fluorosis (discolored teeth), 31 per cent in Moline; 
33 per cent in Maywood and 56 per cent in Florence: 
In Yuma where the fluoride content is 0.4 p.p.m. the 
children are twice as resistant to tooth decay as ip Mar- 
ion, Ohio, where the content is the same. An argu-~ 
ment has been voiced that in Yuma and Florenee peo-> 
ple drink more water because it is hotter and therefore 
get more fluoride. 


“But in Salida, Colorado, and Joliet, Illinois, whiel® 
are both cool climates, and which both have a 13 
—(Continued on Page 4)— 





Fluoridation-Weapon 
Of Destruction 


(Contiued from Page 2) 
after three and a half years of use), Sheridan, Wyo. 
(Nov. 3rd vote 2732/907—discontinues fluorine after 4 
years of trouble and pipes eaten out in fluorine equip- 
ment after only 3 weeks! ). 
As of the last report, approximately 250 cities and 
towns have rejected or postponed fluoridation. ¢Write 
COMMON SENSE for list of these cities. ) 


Attention—Doctors and Dentists 


The medical and dental professions have always been 
held in high esteem in this country. That is as it should 
be. America is synoynmous with freedom of choiee and 
recognition. of the individual. Those who would change. 
this, by any brand of socialism, threaten the -foypela- 
tions on which our heritage rests. We respectfully age 
all those in the medical and dental profession, those 
who hold the country’s health in their hands, to. make- 
a thorough study of this measure. This article is. not 
intended to be a criticism of all those who adocate fhi- 
oridation. Nor do we infer that those favoring, this 
measure are traitors to our country. We realize there 
are many who have “gone along with the crowd” he- 
cause of a dearth of information or misinformation. It 
is to this group that we appeal. 

It is impossible for a paper this size to give 
«complete coverage on the numerous facets of 
this controversy. For those desiring additienal. 
information, we give the following sources: 

Royal Lee, 2023 West Wisconsin Avenue, Mil- 
waukee 3, Wis. 

Miss Fanchon Battelle, 330 West Willow 
Street, Long Beach, Calif. 

Mrs. A. R. Robinson, 5217 East 43rd Stxeet, 
Seattle 5, Wash. 

Health Review, P .O. Box 3101, Hillcrest :Sta- 
tion, San Diego, Calif. 

Citizens Medical Reference Bureau, Inc., 1860 
Broadway, Suite 1215, New York, N. Y. 

Michael Ambrose, P. O. Box 581, Pittstie?d, 
Mass. 

Cincinnati Committee Against Fluoridation, 
Inc., Fountain Square Hotel, Room 206, 420 
Vine Street, Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 

Lodi Anti-Fluoridation Committee, P. O. Box 
775, Lodi, Calif. 

J. Richard Feeley, Amesbury, Mass. 

W. D. Herrstrom, Faribault, Minn., 

State-wide Committee of Citizens Against 
Fluoridation, 321 E. Massachusetts Avenne, 
Lakeland, Fla. 

Dr. E. J. Bronner, 447 South Hope Street; Les 
Angeles 17, Calif. 

Mrs. G. Franzen, 767 San Bruno Avenue, San 
Francisco, Calif. : 

H. L. Prestholdt, 5036 Belmont Avenue, Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 

R. C. Rome, 2708.East Grand, Des Moines~t7, 
Iowa. 

Research Publishing Company, 352 Supesier 
Street, Toledo. 4, Ohio. 





Write Honorable Roy Weir, and yeur -ewn 
representatives in support of the Weir ‘Bill-H R 
2341 to outlaw fluoridation!! 


LOYAL and PATRIOTIC AMERICANS 


give or sell at least 
five subscriptions to 


Common Sense - 


.. -AND HELP SAVE OUR REPUBLIC: 








VITAL QUESTIONS ON 
FLUORIDATION 


—(Continued from Page 3)— 


p.p.m. fluoride, the Colorado town has a 91 per cent flu- 
orosis record, while in Joliet only 25 per cent of the 
school children have discolored teeth. Until research 
discloses a sa‘ tolerance level for fluoride intake in 
the variable communities, our suggestion is that dentists 
apply fluoride topically instead of doing a mass job 
by putting the fluoride in the drinking water supplies.’ 
—Dr. Margaret Smith, world expert on fluorides for 
22 years, says in Arizona Republic for February 10, 
1953. 

The total disregard for acurate statistics by the Pub- 
lic Health Service is indicated by the experience of the 
town of Chester, Virginia. Here the Public Héalth Serv- 
ice “built a fire” under a local dentist who enthusiasti- 
cally promoted fluoridation of the water supply only to 
find that Chester already had more than the recommend- 
ed amount of fluoride in the water (1.2 parts per. mil- 
lion). The dentist admitted that “tooth decay among 
Chester children is about as bad as anywhere else.” (Al- 
bany, New York, Knickerbocker News). 

Concerning the Newburgh-Kingston (New York) sta- 
tistics on the results of fluoridation, and the studies con- 
ducted by Grand Rapids, Michigan, and Evanston, Illi- 
nois, Dr. Harris testified before the Delaney Committee 
(February 1951, House of Representatives): “I would 
say these studies are very excellently designed to show 
the beneficial effects of fluorine. I feel that some obser- 
vations have been omitted from these studies which 
might have given more information on the adverse ef- 
fects of fluorine.” 

Is Water Fluoridation Compulsory Mass 

Medication? 


Paul Manning, D.M.B., LL.B., of Springfield, Mass., 
writes in the New York Times, October 2, 1949: “Flu- 
oridation is the mass medication of entire populations 
by impregnation of entire water supplies of whole com- 
munities with metallic compounds incapable of being 
assimilated as food, under conditions of duress, without 
cessation or reasonable chance of escape.” 


In testimony before a Congressional Hearing Febru- 
ary 28, 1952 (page 154 of Hearings, Part 3) Bruce D. 
Forsyth, D.D.S., Assistant Surgeon General, Chief Den- 
tal Officer, Public Health Service, admitted under ques- 
tioning by Representative A. L. Miller (Nebraska) that 
since medication is treatment, cure, and prevention 
of disease, putting fluorine in the water, which is a 
poison, is mass medication through water because “it is 
put there for the prevention of dental caries”. 

Dr. Bull and the Public Health Service know water 
fluoridation is mass medication. Speaking before the 
Fluoridation Symposium (Seattle 1951) he is frank to 
say: “This fluoridation program has given us our fi 
opportunity to offer preventative for dental caries which 
lends itself to mass control in a large segment of our 
population.” 

In the leading editorial of March 1952, Consumer’s 
Research Bulletin®*®, makes this statement: “It is one 
thing to drink fluoridated water because you want to 
and choose to drink from a chemicalized water supply: 
it’s quite another matter to have to drink it because 
some official and his colleagues on the basis of very lim- 
tited and incomplete knowledge of the subject has de- 
termined that it was best for you and a hundred million 
other people to do so.” 


In Northwest Medicine, February 1952, Dr. F. B. Ex- 
ner (M. D.), one of the best informed men in the United 
States on the subject of fluoridation, writes: “People have 
a right to an unadulterated water supply, and to decide 
for themselves what medicines they will take . . . The 
right to determine what shall be done to one’s own 
body is one of the most fundamental human rights. . . .” 

It is significant of the whole trend of public health 
service thinking that any reference to the right to medi- 
cate the public water supplies of the United States was 
entirely omitted from the 4th Annual Conference of 
State Dental Directors. In fact, a search of almost every 
report of the many public health meetings on the sub- 
ject of fluoridation shows a complete absence of con- 
sideration of the moral and constitutional issues involved. 


Is Fluoridation the Beginning of “Tap 
Water Medicine” or Other Compulsory Mass 
Control Programs? 


Dr. Bull, himself, frankly stated the totalitarian ap- 
proach of the United States Public Health Service to 
the whole fluoridation program when he said at Seattle 
(Fluoridation Symposium, April 27, 1951): “If we are 
going to present this fluoridation program to the pub- 
lic with a lot of indecision such as—if you care to; may- 
be you should; we are permitting you to; perhaps it 
would be well to; or it appears to be all right but look 
out for this or that—then we had better forget all about 
a fluoridation program.” .. . 

He continues: “When through our collective research, 
thinking and judgment we have decided that fluorida- 
tion or any other procedure is a public health measure 
then we must tell the public that they should adopt that 
program and explain to them how and why we arrived 
at these conclusions without creating Whnecessary doubt 
or suspicion. 

And Mr. Maier, Chief Sanitary Engineer of the Unit- 
ed States Public Health Service makes this statement 
before the Southwest Section of the American Water 
Works Association (October 17, 1950): “The discovery 
of the role of optimum amounts of fluorides in water 
has led to the concept that the treatment of drinking 


*Paul Manning, D.M.D., LL.B., Dentist and Consulting 
Chemist. 

**Permission to reprint granted Seattle’s Citizen Commit- 
tee Against Fluoridation. 


water might include the addition of specific substances 
to prevent disease.” 

The Citizens Medical Reference Bureau of New York 
sees in the fluoridation program a present, engulfing 
threat to individual freedom. “The campaign now being 
carried on by the Public Health Service in cooperation 


with various commercial interests for fluoridation of the. 


public water supply offers a striking illustration of the 
evils of centralizing public health activities in a power- 
ful medical and political:machine at the Nation’s Capi- 
tal instead of having these activities localized in the 
respective states as contemplated under the Tenth 
Amendment to the United States Constitution,” writes H. 
B. Anderson, Secretary of the Bureau, in his booklet 


“Fluoridation.” 
He. states, “The facts contained in this brochure re- 


veal. that the proposed fluoridation of water supply is 
directly contrary to the principles enunciated in the 
Bill of Rights: . . .” 


Republished from “The Defender Magazine”, 
July, 1953, page 7 


In 1952, Senator John W. Bricker of Ohio, 
supported by 59 other members of the Sen- 
ate, introduced a Bill to amend the Consti- 
tution, a way to prevent catastrophe 
through collaboration with the United Na- 
tions. It was favored by the Senate Judici- 


ary Committee by a 10 to 3 vote. But it was 


blocked by Harry S. Truman and Dean 
Acheson. The Bill was reintroduced in the 
Eighty-third Congress and is presently a 
subject of debate. 

Thereupon Senator McCarran made the 
following statesmanlike utterance, which 
produced a cry of anguish among the “One 
Worlders” everywhere: “You gentlemen 
need not be concerned about this matter. 
We Senators want a Constitutional Amend- 
ment to protect us as well as the American 
people, and I am compelled to admit here, 
publicly, that I have been so busy that i 
have voted for_a number of treaties that 
I have never read And if I had known how 
these provisions of the United Nations Char- 
ter were going to be used to make domestic 
laws, I never would have voted for the 
United Nations Charter. 

And then he added, “I am sure I will re- 
gret to my dying days, that I ever voted for 
the United Nations Charter” 


The internationalists are trapping us into the 
United Nations 
The World Federalists are pressuring us into the 
United Nations. 
will be policed by Alien armies, these Alien 
armies will collect taxes. , 
will be flooded by Alien peoples exercisting 
their right of -asylum. 
will have no free speech as we know it, nor 
freedom of movement, anything. 
will be regimented, men and WOMEN, from 
17 to 70, under our already existing Univer- 
sal Training Act. 
will work and live as we are told. 
will be tried in world courts, which same are 
already set up, tried where that court may 
elect, with habeas corpus, with right of ap- 
peal, and without council—to receive punish- 
ment as and where the court judges. Trial 
will not be by a court of our peers, and it 
may not be at a place adjacent to the place 
of the crime. 7 
Private property, and enjoying the fruits of one’s 
labor will be abolished. 
* - a * 7 
It will come about at the time of Revision of 
the Charter of the United Nations in 1955. Con- 
gress will soon pass SCR No. 32 to study enforce- 
able disarmament and SR No. 126 to study the 
anticiptaed changes in U. N., already on the 
drawing board—the real purpose of both to prop- 
agandize the people of this nation with the pub- 
licity involved. Sitting in on the revision, the 
change from a Debating Society to a full-fledged 
government, we will not be able to retire from it. 


MOURN NOT 
(By Rev. Charles T. Murdock, Los Angeles, 
Calif.) 
Mourn not for the dead who in the cool 
earth lie. 
Dust unto dust, 
The calm, sweet earth that mothers all who 
die, 
As all men must. 


Mourn not the comrades brave who fell, 
Too strong to survive, 

Each in his steel-lined coffin of a cell, 
Buried alive. 


But rather mourn the apathetic throng, 
The cowed and meek, 

Who see the earth's anguish and it’s wrong, 
And dare not speak. 


. 


“All the News Kept Out of Print’ 

1. The Federal Reserve System, owned and 
operated by the International Bankers, who thus 
control the finances of our country. Constitution, 
Article 1, section 8—” Congress shall have pow- 
er to coin the money and regulate the value 
thereof.” Anselm Rothchild declared: “Let me 
control the finances of a country and I care 
not who makes the laws. 

2. Universal Military Service, intended to. de- 
stroy the mental independence of our youth by 
militarizing their minds. 

3. To destroy separation of church and state 
and so to bring the church under government 
direction. “Congress shall make no. law regarding 
the establishment of religion.” 

4. Socialized medicine, which would give pow- 
er to the government over the health of the 
people. 

5. Fluoridation of the public water supply 
for the purpose of destroying the health, men- 
tal and physical, of our people — under pretence 
of benefit to children’s teeth. Also, to provide 
the way for mass destruction of our people by 
means of turning in a lethal amount of the poi- 
sonous sodium fluoride by tempering with the 


“machine. | 


6. Excessive taxation—to annoy us with ever 
increasing tax levies. ; 

7. United Nations—which deceived the people 
with promises. of world harmony but is actually 
carrying on war under its own flag. Both Gen- 
erals MacArthur and Ridgeway were forbidden 
to end the war. Would also destroy our Na- 
tional sovereignty by bringing our government 
under dictation of other nations. 

8. State Socialism—to destroy freedom of 
choice by building up ever more and more power 
in the government. 

9. Continued war to build up militarism and 
imperialism, destroying ‘lives in mass numbers 
and debauching morality. 

All these are part of the intention to destroy 
the freedoms guaranteed to us by our Federal 
Constitution and establish totalitarianism — the 
aim of the Marxists. 

M. S, ALDERTON 


Palo Alto, Cal. 


| TESTIFY 


AMERICAN 
INVISIBLE 
GOVERNMENT 
UNMASKED 


In a new sensational 283-page book by 
Robert Edward Edmondson, the author 
“reports to Congress” and quotes docu- 
ments and confessions “from the horse’s 
mouth”, Price, $3 postpaid, from 

COMMON SENSE, Union, N. J. 
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lation of Common Sense up to a million copies. 
When the Americans are correctly and completely 
informed on any subject they will always do the 
right thing ot the right time. Circulation of a 
million copies now will win YOUR fight for YOU. 
So take off your coat and go to work. MORE 
distribution and MORE subscriptions in your 
community may be the “straw that breaks the 
camel's back”. YOU owe this cooperation to 
YOURSELF and to YOUR CHILDREN. They did-not 
ask to come into this world. You brought them 
into it. It is your DUTY TO THEM to do your best 
to keep the world a fit place to live in. But enough 
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